THE MATERIALIST  CONCEPTION   OF  HISTORY
nor the will of a dictator have any influence on zoology,
botany, geology, chemistry, etc. Since scientists have
ceased to be led astray by their imagination and begun
serious research, they are bound to state what is in
nature, just as a true historian is bound to state what
he finds in sources and documents. He may misinterpret
them, he may even state an untruth ; but black does not
turn white because a man declares or a government
decrees that it should be so.
Now, it is precisely these discoveries that are not
dependent on social changes, which have, in their turn,
influenced the opinions, the philosophy, the religion,
in short, the whole ideology of our time to an extreme
degree; they have shaken ancient ideological systems
to their very foundations and have caused new systems
to arise in their place. The fundamental basis of these
new ideologies is autonomous and exempt from all
influence on the part of the conditions of production.1
A discussion took place in the beginning of this
century between different Marxist authors on the ques-
tion whether the so-called " ideal factors " were capable
of living a life of their own and of " following their own
laws ", or whether they were at all times strictly de-
pendent on the conditions of production of the period.
Several of these writers, as, for instance, Edward Bern-
stein, Alfred Braunthal and Max Adler, took the part
of intellect, ready to concede it a certain independence.
Kautsky and others, especially Cunow, pounced upon
1 A certain Mr. F. Tischler, struck by this manifest independence of
science, tried to save the situation by declaring in an article, " The Material-
ist Conception of History and Natural Science ", that natural science did
not form a part of the superstructure, but rather of the foundation. It
quite escaped him that, as soon as this is accepted, the whole theory founders.
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